The study is interesting for the questions it frames about the processes for aggregation of information and its accumulation in a stock.
Such an activity does not follow standard economic models of production-for example, it lacks a regular sequence of activities aimed at producing a pre-specified design for a product or service, and often lacks price signals. In Wikipedia's case, it also lacks the institutions of private property. Wikipedia uses a commons-based approach to aggregate information from a widely dispersed set of contributors, and is oriented toward production of non-proprietary information.
The topic is also interesting in light of the scale and popularity with which these processes arise at Wikipedia, as noted.
Moreover, the decade of experience at Wikipedia is well-documented, so it is an ideal setting for scholarship measuring the stock of knowledge created through production of user-generated content.
There have been some studies of Wikipedia, though none examine its biases. 3 As such, examining Wikipedia is a novel topic for the literature on media bias. Scholars have identified many sources of bias in media content. We are closest to studies of the partisan bias of media. 4 We also draw inspiration from studies that stress reader's desire for reinforcement of their prior beliefs.
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The Table 3 shows the average slant for the 237,989 articles containing at least one phrase by year. 8 The statistics contain noisiness, 8 Note that different versions of the same article can appear in the same year, so there is no reason to observe 27,000 articles each year. There are many articles under the age of one year, but many of these particularly in the first and last year, We also compute equivalent statistics, weighting them by more or less attention. For the sake of brevity, we do not show the results, but that exercise suggests that some of the slant in Table 3 Table 4 shows how slant changes with the age of articles. We have 70,636 observations for articles that are less than one year old. We young articles are short, and just getting started. The last revision for an article may not have been in January, 2011, so there will not be a version of every article in 2011. 9 We see the bias in only 1,292 articles whose age dates them at between at between ages 9 and 10, i.e., a birth in 2001, because this was the first year of Wikipedia. obtain such a large number because some (very young) articles have multiple revisions with a measured bias, all less than one year old. In that case, all revisions are included.
We observe fewer at each successive older age. This supports the conclusion that the trends observed in Table 3 Table 4 suggests that the entry of vintages of articles, particularly in Wikipedia's first years, tends to be responsible for differences in the averages that appear in Table 3 This study raises questions about the production of Wikipedia, which generates non-proprietary knowledge with common ownership of aggregated user-generated content. Ultimately, it raises questions about the underlying process, which do not fit existing models of production in which activities produce output following a prespecified design for the final product or service. The puzzling processes, the scale and importance of the outcome, and the resulting biases in the stock of information, should make user-generated content an object of further economic study.
